
Before t h e  Boa.rd of Zoning Adjustment, D .  C .  

Applica.tion No. 11766 of Hessick Invstment Corpora.tion f o r  
a.rea. va,ria.nces from t h e  l o t  a.rea. and width requirements of 
Sec t ions  3301.1 of t h e  Zoning R e g u h t i o n s ,  t o  permit t h e  
cons t ruc t ion  of two semi-deta,ched dwell ings,  as provided by 
Sec t ion  8207.11 of t h e  regula . t ions i n  t h e  R-2 Zone, a . t  t h e  
premises 5366 and 5368 Ha.yes S t r e e t ,  N .  E., known a.s Lots 28, 
2 9  i n  Squa.re 5208. 

HEARING DATE: November 20, 1974 
D E C I S I O N  DATE: Ja.nua.ry 21, 1975 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. In  order  t o  cons t ruc t  t h e  proposed semi-detached dwellings 
t h e  a.pplica.nt r equ i r e s  a. va.ria.nce of 665 squa.re f e e t  from t h e  
l o t  a.rea. requirement a . t  5368 Ha.yes S t r e e t ,  N .  E ,  

2. Both of t h e  proposed dwellings r equ i r e  a. 5' va.ria.nce 
from t h e  l o t  width requirement of t h e  R-2 zone. 

3. Ba,sed upon t h e  p1a.n submitted with t h i s  a.pplica.t ion,  
t h e  Boa,rd f i n d s  tha. t  t h e  proposed dwell ings,  would not  be 
b u i l t  uniformly i n  l i n e  with dwellings now e x i s t i n g  a t  5357 
a.nd 5355 Ha.yes S t ree t ,  N .  E . ,  thereby,  crea. t ing a. s i t ua . t i on  
where a. sidewa.lk could no t ,  i n  t h e  f u t u r e ,  be pla.ced uniformly 
i n  f r o n t  of t h e  p r o p e r t i e s  which a . r e  1oca.ted a.long t h e  sa.me 
s i d e  of t h e  s t reet  as t h e  s u b j e c t  property.  

4 ,  Opposition wa , s  r e g i s t e r e d  t o  t h i s  a.pplica.tion i n  
t h e  form of a. l e t t e r  of record.  

5. The a,pplica.nt a.sserted a. ha.rdship f o r  t h e  requested 
va.ria,nces, s t a . t i ng ,  tha . t  it is  fea . s ib le  f o r  development t o  
b u i l d  two ( 2 )  houses in s t ead  of one (1) house and tha.t  i s  t h e  
rea.son t h e  s u b j e c t  property ha.s been va.ca.nt f o r  ma.ny yea.rs. 

6. The app l i can t  a l s o  s t a t e d  a s  a b a s i s  f o r  t h e  r e l i e f  
requested he re in ,  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  l o t s  a r e  i r r e g u l a r  i n  shape. 
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND O P I N I O N :  

Based upon t h e  f ind ings  of f a c t  and t h e  record,  t h e  Board 
i s  of t h e  opinion,  t h a t  proposed plans f o r  t h e  t w o  s i n g l e  
family dwellings would c r e a t e  an objec t ionable  condi t ion  t o  
neighboring property because it would render it impossible t o  
l ay  a sidewalk uniformally down Hayes S t r e e t ,  N .  E .  i n  t h e  
block where t h e  dwellings a r e  proposed. Although, t h e  l o t s  
involved he re in  have a n  i r r e g u l a r  shape, t h e  ques t ion  before 
t h e  Board is  t h e  a r e a  of t h e  l o t s  which i s  substandard.  

The Boa.rd concludes tha. t  t h e  gramting of t h e s e  va.ria.nces, 
which ind ica . te  t h a t  t h e  subject property does not  come wi th in  
providing 80% of t h e  requi red  l o t  a.rea.  i n  t h e  R-2 Zone, would 
substa .nt ia , l ly  impa.ir t h e  mea.ning a.nd i n t e n t  of t h e  Zoning 
Regu1a.tions. 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  a.bove a.pplica.tion be D E N I E D .  

VOTE : 

5-0 

BY ORDER OF THE D .  C .  BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED By: t 

FINAL DATE OF ORDER: 

’ JAMES E. MILLER 
Secretaxy t o  t h e  Board 


